January 18, 2007

straight face that we have addressed
the revolving door problem in a mean-
ingful way.

Let me emphasize one thing about
this amendment. It does not apply to
former staff. The reason is simple. We
let, under this, former staffers leave
this building and become lobbyists to-
morrow. They are limited in what of-
fices they can contact, but they are al-
lowed to lobby. So preventing them
from engaging in lobbying activities
only with respect to certain offices
would not make sense. But for former
Members, who are prohibited from con-
tacting anyone in the Congress, this
additional prohibition actually makes
a lot of sense and will have a real im-
pact.

The American people are looking for
real results in this legislation. We can-
not claim to be giving them that with
respect to the revolving door without
this amendment. So I urge my col-
leagues to vote for the Feingold-Obama
amendment.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. President, I lis-
tened with interest to my friend from
Wisconsin. I have to repeat what I said
on the floor before. I may be the only
one—I am not sure—who has had expe-
rience with the revolving door, as one
who went through it. I worked in the
Nixon administration. The day after I
walked out, I had a number of clients
who wanted me to lobby them at my
former department. I was at the De-
partment of Transportation, and I was
the chief lobbyist. We pretend that ex-
ecutive departments don’t have lobby-
ists. We call them congressional rela-
tions specialists or congressional liai-
sons, but they are lobbyists. And I had
been lobbying the Congress on behalf of
the Department of Transportation.

In that role I got access to the Sec-
retary’s inner circle. And the day after
I left, I was hired by people who had in-
terests before the Department. There
was no prohibition for that at that
time. So I went to the Department of
Transportation and to my old friends
with whom I had been working very
closely for that period of time. I dis-
covered very quickly that the fact that
I no longer was at the Secretary’s ear,
the fact that I no longer had any posi-
tion of influence in the Department
made me a whole lot less welcome in
their offices than I had been the week
before. They were happy to see me.
They were polite. But they had other
things to do. And they were happy to
get me out of their offices and out of
their hair as quickly as they could.

Did I have an advantage? Yes, I had
the advantage of knowing the Depart-
ment well enough to know where to go
and not waste my time. Did I have any
additional clout to get these people to
do something that would not have been
in the public interest by virtue of the
fact that I had been there and worked
with them and knew them? Not at all.
These were legitimate public servants
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who were not about to do something
improper just because a friend who had
worked with them asked them to do it.
Of course, I was not about to ask them
to do anything improper because that
would be a violation of my responsi-
bility to my clients. But I learned
quickly that this idea of the revolving
door is vastly overrated and overstated
by some of our friends in the media.

I suppose we will pass the Feingold
amendment. I don’t suppose it will
make any difference. But the idea that
a former Member sitting in a board
room talking to other people who are
engaged in lobbying activity and say-
ing to them: Don’t talk to Senator so-
and-so, talk to Senator so-and-so be-
cause the second Senator so-and-so is
the one who really understands this
issue. Don’t waste your time with the
first one. I know him well enough to
know that he really won’t get your ar-
gument—to criminalize that kind of a
statement made in a law firm or a lob-
bying firm, to me, is going much too
far. But we will probably pass it. We
will go forward. We will see if it sur-
vives the scrutiny that it will get in
conference and in conversations with
the House.

I, once again, say that we are doing a
lot of things that are in response to the
media and in response to special inter-
est groups that call themselves public
interest groups but raise money and
pay salaries just as thoroughly as the
special interest groups. And they have
to have something to do to keep their
members happy. They have to have
something to do to keep those dues
coming in, those contributions coming
in. So they scare them that a U.S. Sen-
ator, who leaves and goes to a law firm,
cannot be in the room when anybody in
that law firm is talking about exer-
cising their constitutional right to pe-
tition the Government for redress of
their grievances because, if the Senator
is in that room for a 2-year period, he
is somehow corrupting the entire proc-
ess. I think that is silly.

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I
would just say, in response to my
friend from Utah, that I don’t doubt for
a minute that what he has said is true.
But to generalize from his experience 1
don’t think makes sense. Our former
colleagues are making millions of dol-
lars trading on their experience. I don’t
think these lobbying firms are throw-
ing away their money for nothing. And
I know the public doesn’t believe that,
which is a very good reason to adopt
this amendment. It is not silly; it is
the right thing to do.

I yield the floor.

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant journal clerk proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The

S737

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that morning business
be closed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

———

LEGISLATIVE TRANSPARENCY
AND ACCOUNTABILITY ACT OF
2007—Resumed

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the pending business.
The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 1) to provide greater trans-
parency in the legislative process.

Pending:

Reid amendment No. 3, in the nature of a
substitute.

DeMint amendment No. 12 (to amendment
No. 3), to clarify that earmarks added to a
conference report that are not considered by
the Senate or the House of Representatives
are out of scope.

DeMint amendment No. 14 (to amendment
No. 3), to protect individuals from having
their money involuntarily collected and used
for lobbying by a labor organization.

Vitter-Inhofe further modified amendment
No. 9 (to amendment No. 3), to prohibit
Members from having official contact with
any spouse of a Member who is a registered
lobbyist.

Leahy-Pryor amendment No. 2 (to amend-
ment No. 3), to give investigators and pros-
ecutors the tools they need to combat public
corruption.

Gregg amendment No. 17 (to amendment
No. 3), to establish a legislative line item
veto.

Ensign amendment No. 24 (to amendment
No. 3), to provide for better transparency and
enhanced congressional oversight of spend-
ing by clarifying the treatment of matter
not committed to the conferees by either
House.

Ensign modified amendment No. 25 (to
amendment No. 3), to ensure full funding for
the Department of Defense within the reg-
ular appropriations process, to limit the reli-
ance of the Department of Defense on supple-
mental appropriations bills, and to improve
the integrity of the congressional budget
process.

Cornyn amendment No. 26 (to amendment
No. 3), to require full separate disclosure of
any earmarks in any bill, joint resolution,
report, conference report or statement of
managers.

Cornyn amendment No. 27 (to amendment
No. 3), to require 3 calendar days notice in
the Senate before proceeding to any matter.

Bennett (for McCain) amendment No. 28 (to
amendment No. 3), to provide congressional
transparency.

Bennett (for McCain) amendment No. 29 (to
amendment No. 3), to provide congressional
transparency.

Lieberman amendment No. 30 (to amend-
ment No. 3), to establish a Senate Office of
Public Integrity.

Bennett-McConnell amendment No. 20 (to
amendment No. 3), to strike a provision re-
lating to paid efforts to stimulate grassroots
lobbying.

Thune amendment No. 37 (to amendment
No. 3), to require any recipient of a Federal
award to disclose all lobbying and political
advocacy.

Feinstein-Rockefeller amendment No. 42
(to amendment No. 3), to prohibit an ear-
mark from being included in the classified
portion of a report accompanying a measure
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